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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 
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Application Papers 
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10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required If the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fornn PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Claims 1-41 are pending. 

The rejection of claims 1-21 is withdrawn based on applicant's amendment of 
independent claims 1 and 5, filed on Febmary 3, 2006. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see page 11 and 12, filed February 3, 2006, with respect 
to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-21 under 35 USC 102 have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Uehara, Kunio (JP 
63089925). 

Applicant's arguments filed February 3, 2006, with respect to claims 22-39 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding applicant's arguments on page 13 pertaining to independent claim 22, 
applicant's attention is directed to column 7 line 65 to column 8 line 2, where figure 5 is 
described as having beam 200, which impinges upon the reflective strip (112) located 
on the front surface (110) of lens (100) and is thereby blocked from entering the lens 
(100). Therefore, the beam is reflected before entering the lens, as such the rejection 
will be maintained. 

Regarding applicant's arguments on page 13 pertaining to independent claim 35, 
applicant's attention is directed to column 7 line 65 to column 8 line 2, where figure 5 is 
described as having beam 200, which impinges upon the reflective strip (112) located 
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on the front surface (110) of lens (100) and is thereby blocked from enterinc the lens 
(100). Therefore, the beam Is reflected away from the lens, as such the rejection will be 
maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1-9, 13-17, 19-22, 28, 29, 30, 34, 35. 38, 40, 41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Uehara, Kunio (JP 63089925). 
Regarding claims 1, 5, 15, 22, 35, 40, 

Figures 1 and 5 illustrate a light emitting module having a light source (21), a lens 
(1 1 ) the lens having a reflective surface (112), a non-reflective surface and a 
photodetector (41) which faces the lens for receiving a portion of the reflected light 
beam, (see abstract). 

The method of claims 35 and 38 are anticipated in light of figures 1 and 5. 

Regarding claim 2, 

The abstract describes perfomiing automatic power control [applicant's 
controller]. 

Regarding claims 3, 41 

Figures 1 and 2 illustrate the reflective surface on the input surface. 
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Regarding claim 4. 

The abstract discloses the reflective surface being either planar or concave. 
Regarding claim 6, 28, 

Figures 1 and 5 illustrate a lens having a reflective being either planar or 
concave, which is considered aspheric. 
Regarding claim 7, 

It is inherent for the light beam to have an illumination pattern on the lens. 
Regarding claim 8, 

Figures 1 and 2 illustrate the light beam reflected onto the photodetector. 
Regarding claim 9, 34 

Figures 1 and 5 illustrate the reflective surface, which resembles a rectangular 

shape. 

Regarding claims 13, 14, 29, 30, 

The abstract describes the reflective surface (112) as including a thin metal film 
[applicant's coating]. 

Regarding claim 16, 

Figures 1 and 2 illustrates the light emitting including an optical fiber (32). 
Regarding claims 17, 24, 25, 

Figures 1 and 2 illustrate the reflective surface covering les than 25% of the lens, 
which implies the reflective surface will reflect less than 25% of the light beam. 
Regarding claim 19, 

The abstract discloses the use of a light emitting diode. 
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Regarding claim 20, 

The abstract discloses the use of a photodiode. 
Regarding claim 21, 

It is inherent for the light source to have a numerical aperture and figures 1 and 2 
illustrate reflecting a portion [applicant's percent]. 
Regarding claim 37, 

Figures 1 and 5 illustrate a lens having convex and planar surfaces, where a 
reflective is disposed on the planar surface (see abstract). 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 22, 23, 26, 27, 35, 36. 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kerschner (6,639,203). 

Claim 22, figure 5 discloses a transmissive part (170) for passing a portion of an 
incident light beam, and a reflective part (112) for reflecting a portion of the incident light 
beam that is substantially non-transmissive. 

Claim 23, figure 5 discloses a lens with a first lens surface (left side) and an 
opposing second lens surface (right side) where the reflective pad (112) covers less 
than half of the surface area of the first lens surface. 

Claim 26, the reflective part (1 12) disclosed in figure 5 is integral with the lens. 

Claim 27, the reflective part (112) disclosed in figure 5 is concave, and a portion 
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of the transmissive part on the output surface is convex. 

Claim 35, figure 5 discloses providing a lens (170) that has a first major 
Surface (left surface) and a second major surface (right surface), and coating less than 
all of the first major surface with a reflective coating (1 12). 

Claim 36, the reflective coating (112) disclosed in figure 5 is substantially non- 
transmissive. 

Claim 39, the reflective coating (1 12) disclosed in figure 5 is deposited. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to fc>e patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 10, 1 1 , 12, 31 , 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Uehara, Kunio (JP 63089925). 
Regarding claims 10, 11, 12, 31, 32, 33, 

Uehara, Kunio Illustrates the shape of the lens to resemble a rectangular or 
square shape but is silent as to the shape being circular, oval or annular. 
In accordance with MPEP 2144.04 B. Changes in Shape 
In re Dailey. 357 F.2d 669, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1966) (The court held that the 
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configuration of the claimed disposable plastic nursing container was a matter of choice 
which a person of ordinary skill in the art would have found obvious absent persuasive 
evidence that the particular configuration of the claimed container was significant.). 

In the present application having different geometrical shapes of the reflective 
surface is considered a matter of choice because regardless of the shape of the 
reflective surface the final function of the reflective surface is to reflect the incident light 
beam, as illustrated in figures 1 and 5 of the cited prior art. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Uehara, 
Kunio (JP 63089925) in view of Scott et al (US 5.343,487). 

Uehara. Kunio discloses in the abstract the use of a semiconductor laser but is 
silent as to the laser being a VCSEL. however VCSEL are semiconductor laser. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to use any of the well known 
semiconductor laser as described by Scott et al in the module of Uehara Kunio because 
it will provide a light beam for monitoring. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ARMANDO RODRIGUEZ whose telephone number is 
571-272-1952. The examiner can nomially be reached on 9:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MINSUN HARVEY can be reached on 571-272-1835. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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